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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claims 4, 10, 16, and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, 
as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

3. Claims 4, 10, 16, and 22 are improper Markush type claims. Specifically, the use 
of "and/or" in line 5 is improper because, given the current claim language, the options 
in the list must only be referred to in the alternative. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

5. Claims 1-4. 7-10, 13-16, and 19-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Rangarajan et al. (USPN 5,845,081). 

6. Regarding claims 1, 7, 13, and 19, Rangarajan et al. (USPN 5,845,081) teach a 
system for enumerating applications by a remote computer client computer, the 
applications being deployed in an Intranet, the remote client computer being external to 
the Intranet with means for: 
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a. Sending a remote application discovery request to a Web service, the 
Web service (NXIS) being deployed on a remote applications 
publication (RAP) Web server (figure 1, element 139) in the Intranet, 
the remote application discovery request being sent to the web service 
by the remote client computer via a public network (network 150) 
coupling the remote client computer to the Web server (figure 1 ; 
column 9, lines 64-66) 

b. Responsive to the sending, receiving a discovery response from the 
Web service, the discovery response identifying at least one 
application installed on the Intranet for terminal server (TS) based 
access by a user of the remote cljent computer (column 7, lines 54-57; 
column 10, lines 1-11). 

7. Regarding claims 2, 8, 14, and 20, Rangarajan et al. (USPN 5,845,081) teach all 
the limitations as applied to claims 1, 7, 13, and 19, respectively. They further teach 
means wherein the sending and receiving are independent of a Virtual private Network 
connection between the remote client computer and the Intranet (figure 1). Please note 
that no VPN is used, so the connection is independent of any VPN that may exist. 

8. Regarding claims 3, 9, 15, and 21, Rangarajan et al. (USPN 5,845,081) teach all 
the limitations as applied to claims 1, 7, 13, and 19, respectively. They further teach 
means wherein the at least one application is multiple applications, respective ones of 
the multiple applications having been published by multiple information sources on the 
Intranet (column 10, lines 1-7; figure 1, Netware Service A and B). 
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9. Regarding claims 4, 1 0, 1 6, and 22, Rangarajan et al. (USPN 5,845,081 ) teach 
all the limitations as applied to claims 1, 7, 13, and 19, respectively. They further teach 
means wherein the at least one application is multiple applications, respective ones of 
the multiple applications having been published by multiple information sources on the 
Intranet, the multiple information sources comprising a directory service, a Systems 
Management Server (SMS), and/or an office computer associated with the user (figure 
1; column 10, lines 1-7). Please note that the Network Management System Export 
Import System, element 139, is analogous to an SMS. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 0. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

11. Claims 5, 6, 11, 12, 17, 18, 23, and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Rangarajan et al. (USPN 5,845,081) in view of Huang et al. 
(USPN 6,247,052). 

12. Regarding claims 5, 1 1 , 17, and 23, although the system disclosed by 
Rangarajan et al. (USPN 5,845,081) (as applied to claims 1, 7, 13, and 19, respectively) 
shows substantial features of the claimed invention, it fails to disclose means wherein 
responsive to receiving the discovery response from the Web service, the remote client 
computer presents respective shortcuts to the user, each shortcut corresponding to an 
individual one of remote applications identified in the discovery response, each shortcut 
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being selectable by the user to invoke a terminal service, the terminal service executing 
a corresponding remote application on an associated installation point on the intranet. 

Nonetheless, these features are well known in the art and it would have been an 
obvious modification of the system disclosed by Rangarajan et al. (USPN 5,845,081 ) as 
evidenced by Huang et al. (USPN 6,247,052). 

In an analogous art, Huang et al. (USPN 6,247,052) discloses a system for 
remote application execution wherein responsive to receiving the discovery response 
from the Web service, the remote client computer presents respective shortcuts to the 
user, each shortcut corresponding to an individual one of remote applications identified 
in the discovery response, each shortcut being selectable by the user to invoke a 
terminal service, the terminal service executing a corresponding remote application on 
an associated installation point on the intranet (abstract; figure 7; column 7, lines 49- 
53). 

Given the teaching of Huang et al. (USPN 6,247,052), a person having ordinary 
skill in the art would have readily recognized the desirability and advantages of 
modifying Rangarajan et al. (USPN 5,845,081) by providing shortcuts to the actual 
applications that were enumerated. This benefits the system by allowing a user to 
access the applications that have been sent in response to the request. 
13. Regarding claims 6, 12, 18, and 24, although the system disclosed by 
Rangarajan et al. (USPN 5,845,081) (as applied to claims 5, 11 , 17, and 23, 
respectively) shows substantial features of the claimed invention, it fails to disclose 
means wherein the shortcuts represent a merged view of the remote applications, the 
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merged view being independent of respective ones of one or more installations points 
on the Intranet. 

Nonetheless, these features are well known in the art and it would have been an 
obvious modification of the system disclosed by Rangarajan et al. (USPN 5,845,081) as 
evidenced by Huang et al. (USPN 6,247,052). 

In an analogous art, Huang et al. (USPN 6,247,052) discloses a system for 
remote application execution wherein the shortcuts represent a merged view of the 
remote applications, the merged view being independent of respective ones of one or 
more installations points on the Intranet (figure 12). 

Given the teaching of Huang et al. (USPN 6,247,052), a person having ordinary 
skill in the art would have readily recognized the desirability and advantages of 
modifying Rangarajan et al. (USPN 5,845,081 ) by providing a merged view of the 
available applications for selection. This benefits the system by allowing the user to 
execute the needed application from a single interface showing a range of available 
applications. 

Conclusion 

14. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Please see the article "Salutation Architecture: Enabling 
Applications and Services" by Robert Pascoe, published August 19, 1998. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kevin Parton whose telephone number is (571)272- 
3958. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:00AM - 4:30PM. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examinees 
supervisor, Glenton Burgess can be reached on (571)272-3949. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Kevin Parton 
Examiner 
Art Unit 21 53 




ZARNI MAUNG 
PRN "SORY PATENT EXAMINER 



